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Amendment to the Brief Description of Drawings : 

The following new Paragraph [0018] shall replace the current Paragraph [0018] of the Brief 

Description of Drawings in the application: 

[0018] FIG. 6 is a cross s e ctional view talcen along the line 5 5 in FIG. 2, 
[00181 FIG. 6 is a cross-sectional view taken along the line 6-6 in FIG. 2. 
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REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 

In the Office Action mailed March 30, 2006, claims 1-6, 8-23 and 25-30 were rejected. 
Apphcant has thoroughly reviewed the outstanding Office Action including the Examiner's 
remarks and the references cited therein. The following remarks are believed to be fully 
responsive to the Office Action. All the pending claims at issue are believed to be patentable 
over the cited references. 

Claims 1, 16, 17 and 23 have been amended. Claims 2 and 3 have been cancelled. As 
such, claims 1, 4-6, 8-23 and 25-30 remain pending. 

DRAWING OBJECTION 

The Examiner objected to the drawings, stating that the cross sectional label "5-5" in 
FIG. 2 should be changed to "6-6". Applicant has amended the Brief Description of Drawings 
and FIG. 2. of the Drawings in line with the Examiner's suggestions and included a copy of the 
appropriate drawing page. Applicant, therefore, respectfully requests that the objection to the 
drawings be removed. 

CLAIM REJECTIONS - 35 U.S.C, § 102(b) 

The Examiner rejected claims 1-6, 8-23 and 25-30 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being 
anticipated by United States Patent No. 4,374,439 to Norman (hereinafter referred to as 
"Norman") and by United States Patent No. 3,369,258 to Smith (hereinafter referred to as 
"Smith"). In light of the following remarks. Applicant respectfully submits that these claims are 
allowable. 
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Initially, Applicants note that it is axiomatic that to qualify as an anticipation under 
Section 102, the cited reference must "bear within its four comers adequate directions for the 
practice of the patent invalidated." (See, for example, Dewey & Almav Chemical Co. v. Mimex 
Co., Inc., 52 U.S.P.Q. 138 (2""^ Cir. 1942)). Applicant respectfully submits that neither Norman 
nor Smith embody such directions. 

More particularly, Applicant respectfully submits that Norman and Smith do not disclose 
a gripping apparatus and method for hand-held objects that, at the very least, do not include a 
removable secured pad, a holder, means for holding or a bank, which are present in some form in 
the independent claims. 

Applicant has designed an apparatus and method to aid the growing number of people 
who have limited use of their hands and wrists. The holder, located near the palm region of an 
arm wrap, enables an object to be secured to the arm wrap in order to aid a person with limited 
hand function to manipulate items. For example, an object secured to the holder might be a tube- 
like device that has a hook at the end to enable a person to grab or reach an item such as a box 
cereal. The tube is secured to the arm wrap with the holder in the palm region. 

The pad serves to hold the tube in place by preventing it from bending towards the palm. 
In essence, the pad serves as a stabilizing device and as a base as opposed to the palm and 
possibly hurting someone with sensitive hands. 

The pad is located on the arm wrap, such that when the arm wrap is used by an 
individual, it is positioned within the palm region of a person's hand. This location reduces any 
gap created when the arm wrap is placed around the person's hand. By eliminating or reducing 
the gap, there is less flexibility or freedom of movement in primarily a vertical direction for any 
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device located with the holder. This positioning enables the person to have greater control of the 
task they are trying to undertake. Without such a pad, any object in the holder is less secure and 
as a result subject to less control. For those with limited use of their hands, this makes 
undertaking a task more difficult. 

Norman and Smith, on the other hand, have designed hand braces for use in sporting 
activities. Norman's device discloses a wrist support for a bowler while Smith discloses a glove 
for use with golf. Neither Norman nor Smith disclose an apparatus or method that aids the 
gripping of hand-held objects such that it includes a pad in the palm region. In reality, the cited 
references do not disclose and actually teach away from using a pad as claimed in the present 
invention. For example, the Norman reference limits motion of a wrist but at the same time 
allows the individuals to use these devices to maintain gripping and grabbing abilities. By 
adding the pad, as is presently claimed, the devices in the cited prior art would not be able to 
maintain gripping and grapping abilities. 

Furthermore, none of the cited art discloses a holder, means for holding or a bank that 
permits the arm to secure an object to the arm wrap. The Examiner cites, elements 18, 19 and 20 
of Norman as disclosing this element. In Smith, the Examiner cites elements 40 and 48. In both 
cited references, the reference elements are merely straps that secure the device around the 
person's hands. 

The present invention on the other hand claims "a holder attached to the exterior surface 
of the arm wrap near the palm region, the holder is configured to secure the object to the 
apparatus." As noted, this holder is used to secure a device to the arm wrap, wherein the device 
is used as an extension to help the individual grip and move items. 
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In light of the foregoing arguments, withdrawal of the rejection of claims 1-6, 8-23 and 
25-30 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by Norman and Smith is respectfully 
requested. 

CONCLUSION 

In view of the foregoing remarks, Applicant respectfully requests that all the objections 
and rejections to the specification, drawings and claims be removed. If, for any reason, the 
Examiner disagrees, please call the undersigned attorney at 407-649-4003 in an effort to resolve 
any matter still outstanding before issuing another action. The undersigned attorney is confident 
that any issue which might remain can readily be worked out by telephone. 

In the event this paper is not timely filed. Applicant petitions for an appropriate extension 
of time. Please charge any fee deficiencies or credit any overpayments to Deposit Account No. 
50-2036 with reference to Attorney Docket No. 27011.0001. 

Respectfully submitted, 
BAKER & HOSTETLER LLP 

Jason A. Brady 
Reg. No. 51,493 


Date: ^ jf 1 S'U.iA ^ 
SunTrust Center, 'Suite 2300 
200 South Orange Avenue 
Orlando, Florida 32801 
Telephone: 407-649-4003 
Facsimile: 407-841-0168 
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